Remarks: 


Rt.>.uiiiKlcialK)ii tlie abo'.t. ictcTeiKcd dpplJcation in view of the enclosed remarks is 
teqiicsied Xpplic.uH ibanks ibc ^vnninei foi wuhdrawing the previous rejections. Claims L, 3- 
]\ ! V I aiHi 10-12 lem.iifi m the dppiicdtion 

ARGUMENT 

§ i03 Rejections 

Claims !, :\ 5, 6, 8. 10, 13, 16, )7, i9, 2L 22, 24-30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 6,009,524 to Olarig et al. (liereinafter, "Olarig et al;^) 
in view ot IJ,SPN 6,374,357 to Mohammed et al (hereinafter, ^'Mohammed et ai. ") Ihis 
rejection is respectfuily traversed and Claims 3. 5, b, 8,, 10, 13, 16. 17, 19, 21, 22,, 24-30 and 
32 and tlieir progeny are believed aliovvable based on the following discussiofi. 

Hie E'xaminei' asserts that Olarig et al teach receiviug, ai a BIOS in a .vi'.v/tv?;. a mc.ysagc 
froiv an auihorizcd jxirty. nherem ///c auihorizcd jxiriy is sdec ted from a group of authorized 
j-'urties consisting of a. mat lufact liter . ati originai i-quipmetit immiifdc direr, ami a lessor. 
However, at the cited reference fCol. 4, lines 1-15) Olarig et ai. teach that a system administrator 
receives a BIOS update and examines the update for verification. The administrator adds an 
additional digital signature and then transmits the update to the target system Olarig et ai. does 
not leach ihat.ihe JiJIOS.recm^^ an authorised pariv. Further, Claim 1, ai least, 

requires a public kay stored in non-voladk sfora'^e eonnnunicaiively coitpkd U> ftw. BIOS 
f>iarig et al do not teach that the public key be stored in iiQn-yo!M!.^...s|.orage..cM^^ 
coupled to the BIOS. Olarig et al. merely teach that the public key is stored, it could be stored 
in a temporary^ volatile location. 

Olarig et al. teach only that an autiienticated message is to be loaded as an upgrade, but is 
silent as to discarding the message, as required by .-Applicant's claims Thu,s.. this feature is not 
taught at the cited reference iCo\. 4, lines 1-34i. Olarig et al. do teach that if the upgrade causes 
the system to crash on reboot that the previous BIOS is loaded, j-iovvever, this method is iiot the 
same as discarding an u.n authenticated message, and results in inefficiencies fro.m the required, 
failed, reboot. 
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ilu- sccojul Jigitai ^itinatuic of Oianii ct al is not idcxant to tht- use of a Gl iO 1 he 
f \anut)ct <i6seHs thai Mnlunnnod ct ai teach the 05 ID <i6 lecited \n \pp!Kant's clatnis 
\{ipiic.afU docs not fUinnt tliat \lohdiiinit.d ci al is psuiietK combined wnh Oidng et <i\ 
[jowcvei vsitliout coneedmg the ^ahd^t^ oj tljc eiHtibnidtfon Mohanmicd et a] iad (o tcaeli 
renhini: ihai (Ik v/t,'/// t\ on uncfhk'J wt/picnt of /he /m^wirt, wIkuih vcnfysn^ ctm/'i/ses 
<.ompuf/>'!^i: ati hkntipcr in (he mes^ai^e ai^atnsi a in/ohallv itpupic uk'ntifwr nil IP} of ilu 
s} sti'iu, ilh' ( "A II > sfon'i/ }>i ilh' f}ofi~f'>!i!/ik' \/o>'uge cofjiinf/'iiciiuvch conpL'd ti> iJie HIO\ 

Mohammed ei ;\\ teach an ' <)pp!iCfUion\s t>lID' at Co! !4 lines 42-f)(.> The 
dpphoatiori\ CsriD is used to \cni\ a download peiUiu Mohanuned ci al teach a method 
vvheie an application td ulentitied as besnji auihoit/eti to jun on a platform In contrast, 
\pphcaiit"s clauncd inscntion requires a (H (D associated with the s\sTfm^ not ar\ applieatum 
Ute 01 ID ts Used to vetffs ihai the system, or haid\saie platfuim, is auiiton^ed to leceixe a 
message authouzmg an opuonal tcatuic of the system icsources Mohammed et ai s use (>f a 
Ol iD is not at aH related to Applieanfs claimt-d invention Not js tbete am suggestion m 
Mohammed et a! (^laug et a! that a Cd'iD mas be used to uuKjueh ideutiiX a s\ '^teni for 
eontiolhim liptiuual ieatuies oi a ssstem iesoinee in tlie system \hneo\eT, Olaug ef al do nof 
teach contuilhng optumul ttatuies of a s\sicm lesoutce, hut meieh upgsading a BIOS m a 
svsiem. 

The i:\ammer has tailed to pro\ ide puma huic evidence of obviousness as Olarig ei ai 
and Mohammed ct ai fail t!> shou c\cin immatjon of the iccJtcd claims cithei indivjduaHx <.>! m 
Lombtnaiion Tbiis, CUums i s^ o, iO, H, i6 P, 19, 21 22, 24- and and then 
progeny are believed aSiowabSe 

Claims 4, 14 and 2t^ <ne iejeuied under 3s { ' S C ^ lOifa) <)s being iinpatenDhle over the 
moditlfd Olaiig et al and Mohammed et al ssstem as applied to ( iaiuis ^ \ > and aiid fuithei 
in View of rsp\ 5 2iOOs2 to i^avan et ai (heremaHei, 'Davan et al ") This lejectton is 
fcspcctfullv travetsed based on the foiegoing and {(■)iiov\ing discussion 

\s discussed ab<.>vf Olang er a! and Mohammed a ai fad ro teach O! suggest aSI t'jf the 
cietirenis of the base claims npoii uhich ( laims 4, 1 ! and 20 depend Thus, ( laims 4 ! I and 2o 
ase allowable, at ieast l>\ being dependent iiom .m aiiowabie base c!ann 
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With it'tiaid^ to comhinin^^ these icfetenees wult the tecichmii of !)ci\ar! et ai , the 
f vanunet asseits thai Das an et al teach tluit the stvuto non-\o!ai!!o hvMtion eompnses a tonuHe 
stoifiiie In fact, Da\an et a\ onh teach that BIOS code ts mdintaiued in a femotc iiiciuon 
BiOS code i'^ i!4)t the same as Muia)}^ //v inw a sfLUU' no>i~\^>h(lik' loiutuni 

\pphLant\ lecited eldim teqinics lecentnti a niossdiie Worn an auihou^ed partx and l>eing able 
to authenticate the inessatie wuh a dstitta) sjynatuie and then ^tulsny^. that the ssstem Gl \D 
enables {.>ptiona! feauncs of ssi>tem lesciuiees, as i>peeif'ied in the mcs^aue \t tea^st at the cued 
tefejcnce ^C!>i i hnes 3- 1 3 ), Oas an et al d<.> not teach oi suLiucst &t!>nnji a jeccned ntessaLie m 
remote storatie Ihus, the CJted refetenccs tad to hhou each and exen limitation oi~die claim 

The Fxdminci ha^ tadcd to pfO'> piinia facie extdeute of obs tousness <ib OlafiL, et al 
Mohammed ei al and l)a\an et al fad to sho\x e\en iumtanon oi^ the iccitcd clanns eithet 
mdntduallx or ui (.ombinauon Thus (1anns4 14 2() and tbeff progen\ aie behesed allvnxable 

Oiauns 7, ]5 and 23 ase lejected under 3^ I S 0 id3(a) as heujy unpatentahie osei the 
niodftled Oiatii; et al and Moiiammed ct ai sxstcm as applied ro t laims 1, 8 and I and furthet 
iji wow of I S Paieni Xppbeation i'ubhcatton \o 2001 t>')2^>12 to Obata (heamafiet 
"Obata"). This rejection is respectfully traversed based on the foregoing aiid followiiig 
discussion. 

As disciissed above, Olarig et al. and Mohammed et al fail to teach or suggest a!l of the 
ek'inents ol ihe bast, claims upui) \\hiL.l) <1anns 7, I and 23 depend 1 bus <1anns ! and 23 
aie alhmabk at ieust b\ bemi; dcpcr\dcm iiom asi allowable bast- c!aim 

( laims •> and U aie t ejected under i^ I S C in>(a) as beinu unpatentable ovci die 
modified Clang ei ai and Mtihainmed ei al ssi>tci'n as applied to Claim H and fuithei in siew ot 
I SPN ('J82,21<-' to Feldbai! et al (hotemaftei "Feklbau et al This icjeaion is rt-spectfulK 
tia\etsfd based on the iotegomg and follow uig discussion 

\s discussed above Olaiig et a! aiid Mohammed l\ a! tad to teach oi susigest al! 4)f the 
eienients ol ihe base Liaims upon which Claims ^) and ! I depend Ihus, Clanns and 1 i aie 
a!lo\\ab!e atkast bs being dependent fioni an allowabk base claim 

Claim ?1 is rejected under I SC iOMa) as being unpatentable ovcr the moditled 
Clang et al and XK-^hammed et ai s\ stein as applied to Clatm 27 and fuithei m \ie\\ of i SP\ 
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^ sio to Nowlm ir (lu-itmcittci NowlnV) fbis K-jeaion K^^pea^lllis frciscrscJ based 
on the Ibtogotng and fnlKnsjng disatssion 

\s) dibCiisi^ed abo\e 01 nig et ?! and Muiumiiicd ilni to icdch os siig^^cst all oftlie 
ek'inons oi th^ base L.!ain)S upon ubtch ClA\m I depends Huts, ( ]d\m 'il is aHouabk' al least 
b\ benig Ucpondont fioni an dilo\\<)l>ic' base cimm 

Ihe lAaminer asseas that Nowlin h teaches nlKiei'f i/k st^.ufc f!}c<-siv^c i,om/'i/se-^ 
^xwnkfhk' colA (o usv,\I OS a }h}himKolh I oudcd I i^mrx (DI/ > w h-jfe/n iht PI I fs u> 
he sti>t<,(I ui }><n}-volaiiL s/oii><^^ </w/'/t'</ lo the Rl(>S, aiu/ h rhe PI/ n i<> h' ItUKKit h\ 
(he Hn AS u( ( un-iitih' In iaoi, Wmlni h leaches onK diat a \ irtuai de\ icc dii\ ei mas be loaded 
sntu a L to enabk Uie opejattnti system <\\ indues s'r^} lo communicate wuh the \?\\ iilOS 
\u\sbn Ji dties not ttacb Uiat th« i)( I is u secure inessagc compiisinti t-xecutabie ctidt- to be 
loaded b\ die BIOS at fuminie Nowltn Js teaches aua^ from this method at t!ie cited teference 
{C(.>! <), hncs 44-^4) b^ tlischisms> diat the operating ^sstcm 'piaccs ntto the default ioad 
conligLitatJoij a ^ ntual dexice dm ei Appheant s ciamj toquttes tlut tlie niess^jyc be tcceiN ed at 
the BIOS (SCO parent ( (aim 2'') whcie the secitjc message is a DI ! jv-iaded b\ the BIOS a; 
runttnie. 

Ihc ! xaiTuncr bus faded to pumde prima A/c/t e\ide)icc of obMousness as OLuii; et al , 
Mohammed et ai and \o\\!in ji fail to shu\s e\ei\ hmitatum of the tecited claims cithi^T 
indi\ iduali^ (.k m c(.>!nbmati(in fhu», Clann ? \ ii> bcbexed aikasabie 

'\\{ !>{ the pending claims aie belio ed aH*.n\able 
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CONCLUStON 

In view of ihc foiCg(.>ini> Claims 1, i-l 1, 1>-I7 and !"->2 aie ali in ccmdition toi 
aiiuwance \i the rAanimet lias <iti\ questions the Fvanimei is msued to ooiuat-t the 
Lindci signed at ( "O^^ i-684'^ PatK issuaoeo of \otice \ilcmanoe ts lospootfiiiK teqiiested 
Please chaisie am shottage uf iees ni oonnectiun wiib tlie iilnm of (his papei includum exteiT^ion 
(.vfLnne fees, to DepnstL \ceuunt 5C>~{'221 and please csedit am Lxeessfees to such accouni 


Respectflil ly submi tied. 


Dated : 6 J im e 2007 /.JOi.U.D....h?lyyMU:i:!<?ni. 

Joni D Stutinan-Horn Reg No 42.! 7.^ 
Patent Attorney 
iiitcl Corporatioii 
(703 ) 0^3 -684 S 

Intel Corporation 
c/o Intellevate, LLC 
P.O. Box 52050 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 


i2 


